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A Troublesome Letter Signed "yrs Ch. Darwin"
FREDERICK H. BURKHARDT

I

n 1985 when the editors of the Correspondence ofCharles Darwin were assembling let

ters for volume 2 (1837-1843), the letter to be
described below came to their attention. The editors decided to omit it from the edition because, despite the "Ch.
Darwin" signature, it was not considered an authentic
Darwin letter. Some scholars have questioned this decision, among themProfessor Phillip R. Sloan, who thinks
that it may be a Darwin letter, or that at least it should be
included as a letter of uncertain authorship. Accordingly,
the editors have decided to review the decision and to
consider whether any new evidence has come to light since
1985.
The letter was found in the Darwin Archive of the
Cambridge University Library in one of a series of boxes
(DAR143-54) described in the Library's HandlistofDarwin Papers as "containing copies of letters and notes by
CD to various correspondents."l The letter in question is
catalogued as DAR 147: 231; it is addressed to Richard
Owen, the leading British comparative anatomist of the
day, and bears the signature "Ch. Darwin" (fig. 1.3).
Most of the Darwin letters in these boxes of the collection were sent to Francis Darwin in answer to his call
for letters to be used in editing the biography of his father (Life and Letters ofCharles Darwin}. 2 Francis had the
letters copied and then returned the originals to the correspondents. Some original letters in the boxes were
presumably gifts from the correspondents or their descendants. However, most of the letters to Owen in DAR 147
are typed copies made, not by Francis, but by the sender,
C. Davies Sherborn, who was responsible for the Owen
correspondence and papers at the British Museum (Natural History).3 The letter under consideration is not a typed
copy, although it bears the same stamp of the BM(NH)
collection ofletters to Owen as the typed transcripts. Why
this letter, presumably an original Darwin letter to Owen,
is the only one sent from the BM(NH) collection that is
not a typed transcription is only one of the many questions raised by the letter in question.

Frederick H. Burkhardt is President-Emeritus of the American Council of Learned Societies and General Editor of The
Correspondence of Charles Darwin, volumes 1-12, published
by Cambridge University Press, 1985-2001.

The collection of Owen correspondence was deposited in the BM(NH) by Owen's grandson and literary
executor, Richard Startin Owen. Richard Owen died in
1892, five years after Life and Letters was published. Owen's
grandson, with the help of Sherborn, sorted out the enormous collection of correspondence and other manuscripts
that Owen had preserved, and began to write the Life of
Richard Owen. 4 The years following publication were devoted to distributing the letters and manuscripts to various learned societies and individuals. Most of Owen's
scientific correspondence went to the BM(NH).
The letter under discussion may have been sent to
Francis when he and Albert Charles Seward were collecting Darwin letters for their edition ofMore Letters ofCharles
Darwin. 5 It is not known when the letter was sent, but it is
not included in that work. It is possible that Francis, who
was well acquainted with his father's handwriting and signature, did not include it because he did not recognize it
as genuine, but if it was sent with the typed copies, it is
also possible that the letter was not received in time to be
included. A note on one of the typed copies of letters to
Owen reads, "Received 1 Sep 10.021 too late for book."
No Darwin letter to Owen from BM(NH) was published
in Life and Letters or More Letters.

Description
The letter is written on two sheets of stationery 271
x 220mm in size. The paper is whitish-gray, and the second leaf has a clear watermark, J. Whatman 1Turkey Mill
11840. There is no address for the sender and no date.
At the upper left corner of the first sheet there is a very
faint stamp that reads "Ex Litt 1 Ricardi Owen 1 Don.
R. S. Owen" (fig. 1.4). The fourth line, upside down and
in reverse order, reads, "ColI. Sherborn." On typed copies of other Darwin letters to Owen sent from the BM
(NH) collection, "Coll. Sherborn" appears on the first line,
right way up, as part of a single stamp of four lines. The
three-line form may have been the original stamp used
for the Owen correspondence collection before Sherborn
took charge of it. The circular stamp at the top of the
first leaf (fig. 1.1) is that of the Cambridge University
Library.
As noted, the editors of the Correspondence decided that
the letter was not an authentic Darwin letter. That deci-
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Figure 1.3

sion was made mainly because, in addition to the style and
general manner of expression, the handwriting, including
that of the signature, was not Darwin's. A comparison
with authentic Darwin letters of the 1840s confirmed this.
The watermark was not helpful in establishing a more
precise date for the letter. The J. Whatman ITurkey Mill
form is found fairly frequently in the letters of Darwin
and his correspondents in the 1830s, 1840s, and later. But
with no matching letter from the correspondent, or a
clearly datable subject matter, the watermark of 1840
means only that the letter was not written before that date,
since stationery with the mark of a specific year may have
been bought in quantities that lasted over long periods of
time. Two examples among many in the Darwin correspondence occur in letters to his wife, Emma, written in
1840 and 1841. One has a watermark "Wilmot 1837";
the other has " 1839 Fitton." No Darwin letter of 1840
with the J. Whatman ITurkey Milll1840 watermark has
been found.
Professor Sloan has, however, proposed 1840 as a
plausible date for the letter by relating it to Richard Owen's
lectures "On the organs of reproduction in the animal
kingdom," given at the Royal College of Surgeons and
76
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summarized in the medical journal Lancet in that year.6 In
his eighth and ninth lectures, delivered in May 1840, Owen
dealt with the subject of insect generation, which is also
the subject of the letter in question. The author of the letter
refers to "the view which you [Owen] explained to me,"
a view that is likely to have been discussed during the
period of the lectures.

Authorship
Nothing in the
text (leaving aside the
signature) provides
any direct evidence
that Darwin was the
author. Since the
author of the letter
was clearly knowledgeable about entomology, a likely
Figure 1.4
candidate, for anyone who doubted that it was a Darwin letter, was George
Robert Waterhouse, who was corresponding with both
Darwin and Owen in 1840.7 Darwin had turned over

many of the insect specimens he had collected
during the voyage of the Beagle to Waterhouse for
identification and description, and Waterhouse
had published six papers, two of them in 1840,
describing the insects. Two original letters dated
1843 and 1845 from Waterhouse to Richard
Owen have the J.Whatman I Turkey Mill watermark, but the date of the mark is 1842.
It is likely that the author of the letter attended Owen's lectures, but no direct or indirect
evidence has been found that either Waterhouse
or Darwin did so.
A comparison of the handwriting of
Waterhouse and Darwin in the correspondence
of this period soon convinced the editors of
volume 2 of the Correspondence that the letter in
question had been written by Waterhouse. In figure 2 the text and signature are in Darwin's normal hand; figure 3 shows Waterhouse's hand, and
figure 1.3 shows the signature on the letter in
question. The most readily identifiable difference
between the signature on the letter and a genuine
Darwin signature is the way the capital D is
formed: The D in the signature on the letter has a
characteristic little "bump" in its base that is lacking in the smooth upswing of Darwin's D but that
appears in Waterhouse's D. This difference is consistent in both earlier and later letters of both
Darwin and Waterhouse. Other differences are
Waterhouse's final d in "pleased" and "expected"
(fig.3, line 3), an ending that also OCCutS in the letter but does not occur in Darwin's handwriting.
The characteristic "tail" on Darwin's r (fig. 2) does
not occur in the letter, nor in Waterhouse's letter
to Darwin or Owen.
If the letter is in Waterhouse's handwriting,
the text could be that of an authentic Darwin letter only if, for some unknown reason, Waterhouse
made a copy of the original letter in Owen's collection,
and was permitted by Owen to take the original away.
The copy, left behind, would then have survived with the
Darwin letters to Owen that were eventually deposited
by Owen's grandson in the manuscript collections of the
BM(NH). But the original Darwin letter has never been
found, nor has any evidence for believing that Waterhouse
wanted or needed a copy.
On the other hand, the nature of the corrections and
emendations in the text of the letter provide a serious
objection to the view that it is a copy. Altogether there
are eighteen corrections or insertions; some of them are

"'1

/;J~k.~~1w.l

1c.-/I-

Figure 2
illegible, but seven that are legible are not the sort made
by a copyist transcribing a text but substantive changes.
The correction of "a few" to "some," of "less" to
"greater," "parts" to "limbs etc," "pupa" to "imago," "accurately" to "nearly," "bad" to "flippant," and the deletion of" all" in the phrase" as in all other winged insects"
are changes that a copyist would be unlikely to make in
his transcription. A more plausible explanation is that the
author changed his mind and corrected what he had written.
In addition to the evidence of the corrections, the letter also contains some references that support the view
that the letter is not a copy but an original letter from
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Waterhouse to Owen. The writer refers to a paper in the
Transactions ofthe Entomological Society, vol. 1 (1836) as a
"very flippant paper written by a boy" (fig. 1.2). The author of the paper is Waterhouse. 8 The author of the letter describes an experiment and some observations that
he made when he bred the insect Raphidia (snake-fly).
When one compares the details in the letter with the published paper, the similarities are so striking that it is difficult not to think that the author of the letter is also the
author of the paper. Both refer to Raphidia being bred
by the writer, both refer to rearing the insect by keeping
the larva in a jar with the top covered with gauze, and of
finding the case (skin) of the pupa attached to the gauze,
and both refer to this observation as leading to the conclusion that the experiment solved the problem of
whether the pupa was active or quiescent by showing that
the pupa had to be active, at least in the final stages of its
development, to reach the gauze. The accounts differ in
one detail: in the paper Waterhouse says he did not see
the pupa, whereas in the letter, the author says he saw the
pupa "when it was in an inactive condition." But in the
paper Waterhouse went on to say that he had "lately reared
more specimens" and found that the pupa became active "immediately before assuming the imago state." If
Waterhouse was the author of the letter, both observations could have been conflated in his memory four years
after the paper was published. The similarities in the accounts would seem to make it very difficult to maintain
that Darwin is author of an original letter that was copied by Waterhouse.
.As for the reference to the article as a "very flippant
paper written by a boy," if the letter is by Darwin, it is a
derisory judgment against the Waterhouse paper. It is highly
unlike Darwin to say this about Waterhouse at any time.
By the early 1840s it is clear that they had become close
friends. During those years Waterhouse was at work writing his descriptions of Darwin's Beagle specimens for
publication. Few letters between them survive, but one
attests to their relationship. It is written by Darwin from
his Gower Street address, and therefore before September 1842, when he moved to Down House; in it he thanks
Waterhouse for the kindness and trouble he took to make
up a collection of insects for his nephew. 9
If Waterhouse wrote the letter, the "very flippant paper written by a boy" can be taken as a self-deprecatory
remark, a characteristic Victorian way of expressing
modesty. By calling the paper "very flippant" he may have
meant that it was flippant to say that the differing views
of entomologists about the stage of development of the
pupa, some saying it was inactive, others saying it was

active, "put us in mind of the story of the Cameleon,
where all are right and all are wrong."
The reference in the paper that Waterhouse made these
observations in 1827 raises the question whether there is
any evidence that Darwin at that time, or at any time before the 1840s, was interested in investigating the generation of insects. In March and April of that year Darwin
was in Edinburgh when he "Began notes on marine animals." His diary thereafter is a record of travels. "In
Spring went on tour. Dundee St. Andrews. Sterling.
Afterwards Glasgow. Belfast Dublin." Then (in May)
"London & Paris with Uncle Jo .... Christmas. Went to
Cambridge." Next comes the entry, "1827-1828. Became
acquainted with [William Darwin] Fox & [Albert] Way &
so commenced Entomology."IO As the letters of that
period abundantly illustrate, "Entomology" meant an
enthusiasm for collecting and naming butterflies, moths,
and especially beetles. There is no evidence in the records
of these years of experimental interest in insect generation. During the voyage of the Beagle the records continue
to show an enthusiastic interest in collecting, but no record
of any embryological investigation or experimental study
of insects. Nor is there any reference to such work in
Darwin's correspondence or in the voluminous notes he
kept in the series of notebooks he began in 1836 before
the end of the voyage and continued until 1844.
Waterhouse is cited after Darwin's return in almost all of
them but mainly on the entomological and mammalian
specimens that Darwin collected during the Beagle voyage.
Darwin was a meticulous keeper of notes on all of
his activities. If he was performing observations and experiments of the sort described in the letter between 1827
and 1840, it is extremely difficult to believe that he left no
notes or letters that described such work. In 1838 he began, in Notebook C, a list of books he had read and a
list of those he wanted to read. 11 These lists were kept up
in separate notebooks until 1860. (The lists are also in
Correspondence, vol. 4, Appendix IV.) Some time before
October 1838, he recorded in "Books read": "Trans. of
the Entomological Soc. VoLl & 1st No.ofVol. 2." The
Waterhouse paper appeared in volume 1, but there is no
further comment in the notebook, nor have any notes on
the volume been found.
In 1839, the first volume of a work that Darwin surely
knew about, and one in which one would expect him to
have great interest, was published: John Obadiah
Westwood's An Introduction to the Modern Classification of
Insects. 12 The second volume appeared in 1840. In it,
Westwood discussed Waterhouse's paper on the "Raphidia
Ophiopsis," but Westwood's book is not listed in "Books
December 2001 / DOCUMENTARY EDITING
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to be read" or "Books read" in either of those years. Not
until 25 September 1854 is it listed in "Books read." The
book is in Darwin's Library and has copious annotations
(see Charles Darwin's Marginalia: 1: 861-6).13 A tantalizing
note in volume 2, p. 15, reads, "doubts about pupae
walking" but it refers to termites and nothing more is
made of it. There are no marginalia between pages 44
and 67, in which Westwood discusses Waterhouse's paper. Even though these notes are written sixteen y~ars later
than the letter of 1840, it is not credible that Darwm would
fail to indicate an interest in Waterhouse's paper had he
ever conducted experiments on Raphidia.
In about 1839 Darwin started the notebook he called
"Questions and Experiments."14 It contains no questions
or experiments concerned with entomological inve~tiga
tions. The subjects in which he appears to be most mterested between that year and 1856 were animal and plant
breeding. During those years and later, Darwin abstracted
many articles from his copies of the transactions of
learned societies to which he belonged or subscribed, but
no abstracts of any of the papers in his volumes of the
Transactions o/the Entomological Society o/London have been
found.
Thus, besides the handwriting, the evidence presents
an array of converging circumstantial reasons pointing to
Waterhouse as the author of the letter: it is on stationery
with a watermark that does not occur in Darwin's extant
correspondence of 1840; the corrections in the letter are
substantive, not of a kind that a copyist would make; and
the letter is concerned with a subject on which Waterhouse
had published observations. Four years after the observations were published, the experiment is described in the
letter in terms nearly identical to those in the paper. Finally, it counts heavily against an attribution of the lett~r
to Darwin that he, a meticulous keeper of notes of hIS
reading and work, makes no mention whate~er ~f any
experiments or observations on insect generatIon m ~e
voluminous wide-ranging notes and correspondence m
the Darwin Archive.
The case for Darwin authorship of the letter, on the
other hand, rests solely on the "Ch. Darwin" signature in
Waterhouse's hand.
Although there is still no explanation of why
Waterhouse wrote "yrs Ch. Darwin" at the end of the
letter, the nature and the amount of circumstantial evidence provide a high probability that it is an original letter that Waterhouse wrote to Richard Owen and that the
editors were justified in excluding it from the Correspon-

dence.
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Transcription of the Letter
Dear Owen
Upon consideration, there appears to me some
difficulties attending the new view (that is new to me)
which you explained to me relating to the transformations of certain insects such as the Hemiptera Orthoptera
Diptera &c- I cannot believe these insects leave the parent in the pupa state-excepting only some of the
Diptera-The locusts, Bugs, Blattas and Dragonflys have
all of them a stage which Entomologists all call the pupa
state and which is distinguished by the presence of rudimentary wings and this is preceded by another stage
(which is always called the larva) in which there are no
rudiments of wings-now I can see no essential difference between what I call the pupa state of the Locust
&c- and the chrysalis or pupa of the moth- I believe,
(from memorj) that Kirby and Spence 15 say that in the latter (the chrysalis) the animal has its parts-wings legs &conly enveloped externally-but I can find no such
difference in this respect-the pUpa! of the Lepidoptera
have their limbs completely enveloped but the thickness
of the tegment covering the exposed parts is greater than
in other parts. The difference between the pupa of a coleopterous insect, or Hymenopterous, and a lepidopterous consists only in the degree of closeness in which the
limbs &c are applied to the body-in the one they are a
little free, but cannot be used, whilst in the other they are
less free-now the pUpa! of some Neuropterous insects
are in precisely the same condition as those of the Coleoptera-they have no power of locomotion-again in
others (Raphidia) I am almost certain that the pupa although at first in the same condition yet does attain the
power of crawling about soon before assuming the imago
state-I bred this insect-kept the larva in an earthen jar
secured at top by a piece of gauze. I saw the pupa when
it was in an inactive condition nearly resembling those of
the Coleoptera, but some time after when I opened the
jar I found the perfect insect had made is appearance, I
was astonished also to find the perfect skin of the pupa
standing as if alive on the gauze on top of the jar-some
Entomologists had previously said the pupa of this insect was active & others that it was not-you will find a
drawing of this larva & pupa in the Transactions of the
Entomological Society, Vol. 1. (accompanied by a very
flippant paper written by a boy) the dragon-fly has an
active pupa with rudimentary wings, and I can see no
difference between this pupa & the pupa of the locust or
Bug or Blatta[.] I find the last change of skin in all,
preceeded by similar condition of the animal, and they

10

20

30

40

all leave the egg in a similar state to all appearance-the
Blattas eggs, I know well and see that they resemble es50 sentially those of the Mantis, being joined together when
the[y] leave the parent and enclosed in a case-from these
eggs come forth young animals without any rudiments
of wings they increase in size till they are as large as the
perfect insect & then shedding their skin for the last time
but one as in other winged insects they make their appearance with rudimentary wings like the pupa: of the Coleoptera, Hymenoptera & Lepidoptera excepting that they
can run about and eat but in insects of the same order
(the Neuroptera) we find some with active pupa: and others
60 with inactiveBut in the egg of the Blatta, as I understand you, you
find still another condition of the animal-a worm, which
you regard as the larva because you begin at the bottom,
& I dont believe it is a larva, because beginning at the top
I find three stages, as it appears to me, corresponding with
the three stages ofImago, pupa & larva of other insectsAs I walked home from the college just now these notions came into my head & I hastily put them down for
your amusement
70
yrs Ch. Darwin-

Corrections
*Corrections cited in the text as substantive changes made in
the original by the author of the letter.
1
some] after del 'dif
4
Orthoptera] interl
*6
some] above 'a few'
7
Diptera] after illeg del
11
called] before illeg del
17
such]interl
*20
greater] after del 'less'
*24
limbs &c] above del 'parts'
*31
imago] above 'pupa'
33
secured] after illeg del
*34
nearly] above del 'accurately'
39
had previously] inter!
*43
flippant] above del 'bad'
50
when they leave the parent] inter!
.!l.ftg 'together'
*55
other] after del 'all'
58
insects of] inter!
58
order] before del 'of insects'
66
Imago, larva & pupa of] inter!
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A Plea for Caution
A Response To Frederick Burkhardt
PHILLIP R. SLOAN

P

rofessor Burkhardt's detailed and exhaustive
analysis of this curious letter has provided a
classic case of the kind of problems one
might face in textual editing. My own interest in this letter
was first generated during my editing of the Hunterian
lectures of Darwin's contemporary, Richard Owen. It also
relates to my long-term interest in the importance of
Darwin's work on invertebrate organisms and its relevance
to the origins of his evolutionary theory. This work commenced during his early years in Edinburgh and persisted
through the Beagle years and even beyond into his eight
years of study of the barnacles. I have also been concerned
to determine with more precision the degree to which he
may have attended Richard Owen's Hunterian lectures in
Comparative Anatomy, delivered at the Royal College of
Surgeons in London, that commenced in May 1837 and
ran in a yearly series until 1855. These lectures dealt both
with topics related to comparative anatomy and also with
functional issues, particularly those surrounding the generation of organisms, a subject that formed a prominent
focus of display in the Hunterian galleries.
The existence of this letter, dated at least by watermark to 1840 or beyond, and the topic of Owen's 1840
lecture series on the generation of animals, including the
generation of insects, suggests a plausible context for the
letter, although the letter does not specifically mention the
lecture series itself. The 1840 series consisted of a sequence
of twenty-four lectures on animal generation and reproduction that commenced on Tuesday, April 21 , 1840, and
ran each Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday until Saturday,
June 13. On my initial assumption that this was a genuine
Darwin letter, it suggested that Darwin might well have
attended this series oflectures.
The reasons for excluding this letter from the collected Correspondence ofCharles Darwin have rested on two
Phillip R. Sloan is a professor in the Program of Liberal Studies and
in the Program in History and Philosophy of Science, and Director,
Program in Science, Technology and Values, at the John J. Reilly
Center, University of Notre Dame. His scholarly work is in the
history and philosophy of the life sciences. He is the author of the
critical edition of Richard Owen's Hunterian Lectures (Chicago: Universiry of Chicago Press, 1992).

82

DOCUMENTARY EDITING / December 2001

lines of argument. The first has been the fact that it did
not seem to be in Darwin's handwriting. This does not
prove that it could not have been dictated by Darwin or
recopied. For example, certain similarities of the hand to
a set of pages in the so-called "Old and Useless Notes,"
dated from 1838 to 1840, and attributed in form, if not
content, by Professor Burkhardt and Paul Barrett to
Darwin's cousin Hensleigh Wedgewood, have made me
reluctant to exclude the authenticity of the letter on handwriting alone. Second, I have been reluctant to accept a
more theoretical argument based on the claim that was
originally advanced to me by Sydney Smith that Darwin
was not interested in the issue of insect generation at that
time and therefore could not have been the author of this
letter.
My initial conclusion was that the letter was a genuine
letter, and the anomalies could be explained by assuming
it was a recopy by some third party. I relied at this time
on two lines of reasoning to support this conclusion. First,
I have not considered sufficient the argument that Darwin was not interested in insect generation at this time,
and that by "entomology" he was mainly interested in
classificatory questions. Darwin can be shown by documentary evidence to have had a long-standing interest in
functional as well as classificatory questions, directed mainly
to marine invertebrates and plants. His long-standing interest in entomology that dated from his Cambridge years
does appear, from available documentary evidence, to
have been primarily classificatory. But there is no immediate reason to assume that functional issues concerning
insect generation would not have been of interest to one
known to be exploring these issues in other areas of biology. One of the characteristics of Darwin's creative
thinking in this period is the way in which he was willing
to draw connections and analogies between groups, transferring issues from one domain to the next.
For example, the first transmutation, or "B" Notebook, opened in July 1837, immediately shows Darwin's
interest in determining the purpose of the generation of
organisms, and these reflections form the opening line of
questions in his exploration of the genesis of species.
Similarly, Notebook D, opened around mid-July 1838 and

ended in early October, closes with a long series of reflections on the issue of generation. In this discussion there
is a strong analogy drawn in at least one passage between
insect and human generation:
There is an analogy between caterpillars with respect to moths, & monkey & men.- each man
passess [sic] through its caterpillar state. The monkey represents this state.The fact that Darwin does not explicitly discuss matters surrounding insect generation in his extant correspondence and other materials from the 1840 period does not
necessarily imply, I suggest, the absence of interest in these
questions. Second, Richard Owen, with whom he was
consulting both professionally and socially in this period,
was commencing a major lecture series on the topic that
very plausibly would have interested Darwin anew in these
iSSUes.
With respect to the specific letter under discussion,
however, I now agree with Frederick Burkhardt's argument that the specific issues raised for discussion in this
letter, and particularly the reference to the generation of
Raphidia, and the puzzling reference to the "flippant paper written by a boy" composed by Waterhouse himself,
suggests that Waterhouse is the most probable author of
this letter.
Accounting for the curiosity of a letter written to
Owen by Waterhouse, but signed by Darwin, remains
puzzling, however, and I offer below at least the following alternative solution to this question that seems consistent with Frederick Burkhardt's evidence.
My suggestion is that the letter was likely written by
Waterhouse to Owen in a somewhat humorous, but critical, vein in response to claims made by Owen in his spring
1840 Hunterian lectures. Furthermore, for the letter to
have played such a role, it would have required that Owen
knew that Darwin was also in the audience at the lectures.
I will support this option and develop this point in detail.
The content of the 1840 Owen lectures can be determined from two sources. The first is through the summaries, supplied by an unacknowledged author, of the
full series of the lectures. This set of summaries appeared
in the Lancet between May 9,1840, and March 20,1841.
The other source is two partial sets of manuscripts of
the 1840 lectures in the Owen archives of the Natural
History Museum in London, one a set of drafrs in Owen's
hand, and the other the neat recopies by William Clift
prepared for final delivery. Neither manuscript collection covers the entire series as summarized in the Lancet

account, and the surviving manuscripts do not extend to
the specific lecture at issue.
As it relates most closely to the letter under question,
it is the lectures surrounding the ninth lecture of May 9,
1840, dedicated to the "Reproductive Organs ofInsects,"
that seem most relevant to understanding the context for
the letter. In this lecture Owen addressed insect development in the insect orders Orthoptera, Hemiptera, and
Lepidoptera. All of these are group names underscored
in the mystery letter, and in the latter portion of the lecture, as reported in the printed summary, he also dealt with
the generation in the Neuroptera (e.g., Ant-Lions) which
he found "not unlike the arachnida [spiders]."
The letter seeks to engage Owen in a discussion over
the correct account of the insect generation in the Neuropteran groups, opposing Owen, who "begin[s] at the
bottom" to the claims of the author who is "beginning
at the top." This seems to refer to Owen's general approach to the topic of generation in which he begins with
the primordial "germ," and then shows how the rest of
the process is a development from this germinal primordium. The letter may also be referring directly to Owen's
argument that "The larval state [in the Neuroptera] is very
interesting, from its being one in which important changes,
preparatory to the perfect condition, are taking place,
without the presence of any of the phenomena of life."
If we are to assume the letter is by Waterhouse, and
that he was in the audience at the May 9lecrure, this would
explain the occasion for a letter to Owen in which the
author, more skilled in entomology, offered detailed criticisms of some of Owen's claims (Owen was primarily
known as a vertebrate comparative anatomist), summarizing a detailed counter-argument based on empirical
study. I accept this as the most likely explanation of the
content of the letter.
But this also presents us with a new interpretive option. At the dose of the Lancet summary, the Lancet reporter has inserted the following comment:
Mr. Owen observed, at the conclusion of this lecture, that to give but a brief summary of the history and
peculiarities of the insect tribe, would require more lectures than the whole of which the present course was to
consist. He, therefore, apologised to those scientific entomologists who might be present, for passing so discursively over the subject....
The lecture theater at the College of Surgeons held a
maximum of over four hundred people, and Owen's
lectures were often full to capacity in this period of his
career. The generation lectures also dealt with some of
the most theoretical topics to be found in all the series.
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Owen's intention to offer a comprehensive series on the
issue of organic generation was to deal with a wide range
of questions that certainly would have been of interest
to Darwin, who had already devoted a good deal of space
and effort to reflection on the question of the generation
of organisms in his Notebooks. The comment from the
lecture summary suggests that Owen was also nervous
about the impression of superficiality he might give by
treating the complex issues of insect generation in a single
lecture in front of known experts in entomology who
were apparently in the audience. If both Waterhouse and
Darwin were present at the lecture, and Owen was aware
of this, a letter written in good humor by Waterhouse to
Owen following up on this lecture with some pointed
criticisms, but then signed as if sent by Darwin, would
be one way of gently prodding Owen, creating a period
of puzzlement, and generating a context of issues about
which Owen and Waterhouse, and possibly Darwin, could
have discussed these matters informally.
&, with several issues surrounding this puzzling letter, this can only be offered as a conjecture. I am pleased
that in this publication, if not in the Correspondence itself,
the scholarly community will now have the opportunity
to read this letter and perhaps be spurred to resolve this
matter more fully.
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A Glimpse Into Childhood
CONSTANCE B. SCHULZ
Susan Paul, The Memoir ofJames Jackson, the Attentive and Obedient
Scholar, Who Died in Boston, October 31, 1833, Aged Six Years and
Eleven Months, ed. Lois Brown. Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
2000. 192 pp., illus. $36.95 (cloth), ISBN 0-674-00092-7; $14.50
(paper), ISBN 0-674-00237-7.

S

ources by or about the lives of young
children are not widely or easily available;
sources offering a glimpse into the life a young
African American child are particularly scarce. For that reason alone, Lois Brown's rediscovery of this long-neglected
Memoir and Harvard University Press's decision to publish it in a serious scholarly edition (in paper as well as cloth)
is an important contribution to the literature. Brown describes the Memoir, originally published in Boston in 1835
by the white antislavery activist bookseller and printer
James Loring, as a combination of "two distinctive nineteenth-century literary forms, the didactic spiritual narrative and the juvenile biography" (p. 34).
Intended for an audience of white and black children,
the Memoir relates the life of its subject, James Jackson Jr.,
through seven brief chapters, short enough to be read by
or to the youngest members of a family or class. Its author, Susan Paul, states clearly in her preface that she hopes
its story will "do something towards breaking down the
unholy prejudice which exists against color" (p. 67) and
tells anecdotes throughout her narrative to bring home
that message. Her chief illustration to that end is ofJames's
goodness of behavior and his interest in the Bible, prayer,
and heaven throughout his short life: "Now I think all
good children will say that James was a good boy, and
they would like to have seen him. Perhaps some one may
dislike him because he was coloured. I would ask ifJ ames
was not good; his having a dark skin does not make bad'
(p. 71). The seven chapters memorializing James were
followed by a pair of poignantly sentimental poems, "The
Constance B. Schulz is Professor of Histoty and Co-Director of the
Public History Program at the University of South Carolina. She was
an NHPRC Fellow in Documentary Editing at the First Federal
Congress Papers project in 1980-81 and served as the NHPRC Commissioner representing the AHA from 1994 to 1997. She has published articles on the history of childhood and reviews documentary
editions for many major professional journals.

Little Blind Boy" and ''Am I to Blame?" which both reinforce this didactic purpose.
By including in the Memoir moral tales ofJames and
his desire to learn to read the Bible, attend Sunday school,
be removed from the temptation of bad company, and
in a sudden illness at the end of his life leave "this wicked
world" and be with Jesus, Paul participated in an evangelical literary genre for children common in the early
nineteenth century. What sets her story apart from most
of that literature, however, is her incorporation into it of
issues of race and condemnations of slavery and prejudice. From the Memoir itself, readers actually learn little
about the real child James: his father died before he was
two; he had brothers and sisters; he attended the primary
school of the Boston African Church. The final chapter
is perhaps an exception; it gives details of his sudden illness and painful death which seem particular to an observed event, rather than being an affecting generic tale
of suffering and deathbed redemption.
In the introduction we learn that James was one of
several children ofJames Jackson, "a respectable coloured
man" (p. 4) about whom little is known beyond a series
of addresses with Boston's sixth-ward African American
community. The family was active in the African Church,
and the children attended its primary school on Belknap
Street. Most of the lengthy introduction is dedicated instead to the better-documented life and times of Susan
Paul (1809-41), young James Jackson's teacher and memorialist. Her story is important in the growing literature
on African American women in the early nineteenth century. Paul was born into an influential black Bostonian
family; her father Thomas was a prominent Baptist minister at the Belknap Street African Church. She moved in
literary and social circles that included abolitionist William
Lloyd Garrison and other antislavery activists. Well educated (probably in the school that occupied the basement
of her father's church), she herself became a teacher in
the primary school, the leader of a "Juvenile Choir" of
African American children from that school, and an activist in evangelical education, temperance, and antislavery
societies. The first African American officer in the Boston Female Anti-Slavery Society, founded in 1833, Paul
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never married. Her publication in 1835 of the Memoir
makes her the first black woman biographer, predating
by twenty-one years the biography of William Wells
Brown published by his daughter in 1856.
With its lengthy introduction and detailed annotation,
this edition of the Memoir makes an important contribution to scholarly knowledge of free northern African
American women in the early nineteenth century. The
editor, Lois Brown, now an assistant professor of English at Mount Holyoke and a member of its African
American and African Studies Program faculty, is well
grounded in the literature and history of African American literary contributions in antebellum New England. She
uses the introduction to do a fairly extensive literary analysis
of the content and intent of the Memoir, placing it within
African American writing as a context for understanding
the forms of pious identity and evangelical piety of the
text. In reviewing it for this audience, however, it is necessary to go beyond that intellectual and historical analysis
to examine its editorial approaches and contributions.
This well-intentioned and thoroughly researched edition falls short in a few particulars of what most editors
would consider "best practice." In concept, this is essentially a literary "clear text" edition of a published source
rather than a historical documentary edition. Its editorial
apparatus includes a detailed introduction greater in length
(sixty-three pages) than the thirty-eight-page Memoir. After the Memoir this edition includes a fourteen-page selection of transcriptions of articles and letters published in
The Liberator between 1834 and 1837, concerned primarily with Susan Paul's Juvenile Choir and its performances.
A four-page chronology focuses primarily on events in
the life of Susan Paul and on the publication of other
African American sources; the birth of}ames Jackson Jr.
is not included. The introduction, Memoir, and the appended section of articles and letters are extensively annotated. For the Memoir, the editor has reproduced in
the notes the full text of the verse of each biblical reference. The text is illustrated with eight halftones, four of
them reproductions of articles in The Liberator, the remainder a map of Boston in 1835, a photograph of the African Church, the title page of the original 1835 edition of
the Memoir, and a facsimile reproduction of a letter by
Susan Paul to William Lloyd Garrison.
Two things are prominent by their absence: an index
to the extensive information found in the introduction and
the annotations, and some explanation of editorial methodology, particularly as it relates to transcription of the
original source texts. The source text for the Memoir seems
to be the copy originally in the library of the Yale College
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Brothers in Unity but now at Butler Library at Columbia
University, one of six extant (perhaps five, see note 70, p.
153). The National Union Catalogue ofpre-1957 imprints
lists five, one of which was then still at Yale. Other copies listed by Brown are at Oberlin College, the General
Theological Seminary of the Protestant Episcopal Church
in New York, the American Antiquarian Society, and the
Library Company of Philadelphia. The editor has apparently examined most of them but does not clearly identifY which was her source. The original text is described
in the introduction (p. 24) as eighty-eight pages; the present
transcription is only thirty-eight pages. Were there any
problems with the text? Any typographical errors or other
anomalies? If so, has the editor silently corrected them,
and what policies did she follow in doing so? What about
the materials in the ''Articles and Letters" section after the
transcribed text of the Memoir? The presence of a facContinued onp. 90

The title page of the first edition of the
Memoir of J ames Jackson.
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Edited by Martha L. Benner and Cullom Davis. Champaign: U niversityofIllinois Press, 2000. 3 DVDs and user's manual. $2,000. ISBN
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G

reat president. Lousy lawyer." In four
words, a movie character played by the
late actor Walter Matthau thus summed up
the career of Abraham Lincoln. For most of the 136 years
since Lincoln's death, general readers and scholars alike
have accepted this verdict. Occasional Southern partisans
have tried to belittle Lincoln's greatness as a president, but
no substantial challenges to his overall reputation appeared
between Edgar Lee Master's vitriolic Lincoln: The Man in
1931 and Lerone Bennett's Forced Into Glory: Abraham
Lincoln's White Dream in 2000. During that span, hundreds
of other authors portrayed Lincoln in every possible light:
dynamic leader or passive responder to events, cool religious skeptic or secret Christian believer, Burkean conservative or proto-twentieth-century statist liberal,
ideologue or pragmatist; but always an admirable and
successful model of a particular way of thinking, which
(by remarkable coincidence) generally tended to be that
of the author as well.
Even rarer than a serious attack on Lincoln as a president has been a serious evaluation of Lincoln as a lawyer.
Abraham Lincoln received his law license in 1836 and
began practicing as the junior partner ofJohn Todd Stuart
(cousin of his future wife Mary Todd) in 1837. He ran
the firm for two years while Todd served in Congress
and in 1841 left to become a partner of Stephen T. Logan. Three years later he established his own practice, with
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William H. Herndon as his junior partner, and (with the
exception of a single term in Congress) spent the next
seventeen years living in Springfield, devoting most of his
energies to the law. Numerous books have described
Lincoln's pre-presidential years, but John J. Duff's A.
Lincoln: Prairie Lawyer (1960) and John P. Frank's Lincoln
as a Lawyer (1961) remain the only two full-length studies
of Lincoln's legal career (although others are currently
being written).

The Lincoln Legal Papers
One of the main reasons why scholars have been
reluctant to tackle the subject has been the difficulty of
gaining access to the sources. Roy P. Basler, in his edition
of The Collected Works ofAbraham Lincoln, published some
items relating to Lincoln's law practice but chose generally to exclude "law cases and documents appertaining
thereto (such as receipts for fees, affidavits, declarations,
praecipes, etc.)," which he declared were "arbitrarily relegated to separated volumes which the [Abraham Lincoln] Association proposes to publish at a later date" (CW
1; viii-ix). In 1985, forty-two years after Basler wrote his
introduction, the Abraham Lincoln Association and other
organizations gave their support to the Illinois Historic
Preservation Agency when it launched the Lincoln Legal
Papers project, which had as its goal the publication of
the law documents that Basler had omitted.
Under the leadership of editors Martha L. Benner and
Cullom Davis, the project sent inquiries to libraries, museum, and document collectors across the country alerting them to the effort to find every piece of written
evidence relating to the legal career of Abraham Lincoln.
For the next ten years, LLP staff members scoured all
the county courthouses in Illinois where Lincoln was
known to have practiced, as well as several in Missouri
and Indiana. Other researchers sought Lincoln-related legal
documents at the Library of Congress, the National Archives, and various specialized Lincoln archives scartered
throughout the country, such as those at The Lincoln
Museum in Fort Wayne, Indiana, and the Abraham Lincoln Museum in Harrogate, Tennessee. Although the
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project experienced some setbacks, including the arrest
of a former researcher who took advantage of his employment to steal a number of Lincoln documents (which
were subsequendy recovered), the results vasdy exceeded
the most optimistic projections.
By 1995, the Lincoln Legal Papers project generated
some 250,000 photocopied pages representing almost
100,000 documents, an enormous quantity of material
that made traditional publication impractical; even if each
document and its accompanying annotation filled only
half a printed page, the results would have easily HUed a
hundred large volumes, creating a publication more than
ten times the size of the original Collected Works. The directors of the project therefore planned to publish a selection of transcribed, annotated documents in the
traditional multivolume printed format, as well as a comprehensive facsimile edition of all the documents, on
microfilm. To the great relief of every researcher who
ever spent hours squinting at a microfilm reader, the computer revolution overtook the project in 1994, when it was
decided to publish the facsimile edition on CD-ROMs.
Even these would have been awkward to use, as the complete edition would have required as many as twenty-four
discs of data. In 1999, DVD technology was adopted,
resulting in the far more convenient three-disc set that was
published in 2000.

A Landmark Publication
The Law Practice ofAbraham Lincoln: The Complete Documentary Edition thus became one of the first major documentary collections to appear in electronic format. It
contains 96,386 documents totaling 206,294 pages, drawn
from 5,669 court cases and other legal matters. Had this
mass of material been published on paper or microfilm,
the editors would have been forced to choose a single
method of organizing the documents, arranging them by
date (the traditional choice), by case or subject matter, by
author, or in some other form. By choosing an electronic
format, the editors escaped the limitations of a single
organizing principle. With the opportunity to employ
multiple organizing strategies, however, came the responsibility of choosing wisely among the many possibilities,
and offering the researcher a manageable number of useful choices. Here the editors of the Lincoln Legal Papers
did a superb job not only in making Lincoln's documents
available, but in taking advantage of the possibilities inherent in electronic publishing to make them easilyaccessible, even for the novice computer user.
For that hypothetical novice, the 18-page manual provides a nonthreatening introduction to the program, as
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well as a simple and straightforward set of installation
instructions. For those using the program in a library, where
the manual may not be available, all of the manual's contents are online in the Reference section, which gives a more
detailed introduction to the Lincoln Legal Papers project.
In addition to explaining its carefully defined scope, its
editorial guidelines, and the user's options for searching
for documents, the Reference section contains substantial historical content in the form of narrative and statistical descriptions of Lincoln's law practice, a glossary of
legal terms, biographical sketches of 199 historical figures, a set of maps and illustrations, an introduction to
nineteenth-century pleading and practice, an oudine of the
Illinois court system, an extensive bibliography, and such
useful historical tools as a table converting the value of
money in any period from 1809 to 1990 into its 1999
equivalent.
The most impressive aspect of the publication, besides its sheer size, is the efficiency of its search tools. There
are four search screens from which to choose: General
(the most useful); Type of Work; Document; and Direct.
The General search allows selection from a menu of subject headings, some of which have subheadings as well.
A search for cases dealing with '~ican Americans," for
example, can be further narrowed to "Free Blacks" or
"Slaves and Slavery." Additional search fields on the General search page include starting and ending dates, and case
participants and their roles. Using Boolean operators
AND, OR, and NOT, it is possible to search, for example,
for all of Lincoln's cases from 1846 to 1850 involving
free blacks in which he was a defense attorney, but which
did not involve Billy Herndon (there aren't any). If the
restriction against Herndon is removed, one finds the case
of Crowder v. Collier & Collier, in which Lincoln and
Herndon defended Nancy Collier, "a free woman of
colour," against a mortgage foreclosure and reached a
setdement. The Type of Work screen allows searches by
case name, court name, type, and jurisdiction, and by any
one of 163 kinds of legal action, from bankruptcy to
manslaughter to "trespass quare clausum fregit" (which,
the glossary explains, means "that the defendant damaged
the plaintiff's real property by wrongfully entering within
the boundaries of the plaintiff's property"). The Document screen includes fields for the type of document,
author, and signer, while the Direct screen allows searches
by the unique ID number assigned to each document, for
those who already know exactly what they are looking for.
There are numerous other useful features. A print
button on the case summary screen sends to the printer
all the information on that screen, but neady reformatted

as a printed document, rather than simply capturing everything on the monitor. The document printing option
automatically reformats the document for standard 8.5 x
II-inch paper. When viewing facsimiles of documents on
the screen, one must frequently zoom in and out in order
to read the handwriting, and it is a great convenience to
find that this can be done with the left and right mouse
buttons, putting the most often-used features where they
are easiest to use.
In comparison with the massive effort involved in
collecting all of these documents, and the care and intelligence that went into making them easy to use, the limitations of the project scarcely merit mentioning. Some
were beyond the editors' control, such as the omission
of many of Lincoln's federal cases, the documents of
which were destroyed in the Chicago Fire of 1871. Others are inherent in the facsimile edition format, such as
the difficulty of deciphering some nineteenth-century
handwriting (although not that of Lincoln, which was
remarkably clear). The extensive background material and
individual case descriptions compensate in large part for
the absence of document-specific annotation, but still leave
the reader with the task of puzzling out the importance
of each document. Finally, it will be welcome when some
future data storage medium is invented that allows all the
material to be stored on a single disk, eliminating the need
to swap the three disks in order to access different documents. In the meantime, users may want to spend the ten
or twenty seconds or so it takes for their computers to
read a disk each time it is inserted to reflect on how much
better it is to have only three DVDs to change instead of
24 CDs, or endless rolls of microfilm.

cases were tried at the state circuit court level, but he also
had hundreds of federal cases (even omitting those for
which no records have survived), and appeared hundreds
of times before the Illinois Supreme Court.
If the editors of the Lincoln Legal Papers did no
more than fill out the picture of the sixteenth president's
law practice, they would have performed a valuable, if
narrow, historical service. What they have produced, however, is also a work of social history that affords remarkable insight into the role oflaw and lawyers in the frontier
era of Midwestern settlement. This was a time of unusual
ferment in American law, characterized by some legal historians as a "Golden Age" of jurisprudence. From 1820
to 1860, a period encompassing Lincoln's entire legal career, American lawyers and judges reacted to the novel
social and legal problems generated by the twin engines
of industrial revolution and westward expansion by rejecting obsolete English precedent and substiruting common sense and a faith in the nation's economic and moral
progress as the underpinning of the law. In few other eras
could individuals with as little formal education as Lincoln become so successful as lawyers, and Lincoln was
well aware of the prestige and power that lawyers like
him wielded at a time when the law was so plastic. "Discourage litigation ... " he wrote in an 1850 lecture for law
students. ''As a peacemaker the lawyer has a superior
opportunity of being a good man." If Lincoln was representative of his peers as a lawyer, and "by all evidence,
Lincoln and his partners had a typical practice compared
to other attorneys during the same period in the Midwest"
(A Statistical Portrait: Introduction) according to the editors, then his legal papers can be taken as representative
as well.

Lincoln the Lawyer
Turning from process to content, what do all these
documents tell us about Abraham Lincoln the lawyer? The
first thing that a collection of 5,669 cases and other legal
matters requires is the final rejection of Lincoln's outdated
reputation as a "lousy lawyer." To have handled an average of more than 200 cases each year, for twenty-five
years, indicates that Lincoln was an extraordinarily hardworking and much sought-after attorney. The statistical
breakdown of Lincoln's career provided in the Reference
section shows that Lincoln's workload was not only heavy
but also diverse. Most of his cases involved civil matters,
tried in common law or chancery courts (the distinction
was largely procedural), but he also appeared as counsel
in numerous criminal and bankruptcy cases. He represented plaintiffs more often than defendants, but only by
a ratio of about three to two. The great majority of his

The Future
Sixteen years after its inception, the team of editors
and researchers that created The Law Practice ofAbraham
Lincoln: The Complete Documentary Edition not only continues its work on the letterpress edition of selected cases,
but has expanded its scope dramatically. In November
2001 the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency announced
its intention to publish a new edition of the complete
papers ofAbraham Lincoln, with the legal papers to form
the first series. The second series is to consist of Lincoln's
other pre-presidential papers, and the third and final series, due to be completed in 2025, will cover Lincoln's
presidency. Now under the leadership of Daniel W.
Stowell, the project formerly known as the Lincoln Legal Papers anticipates including not only Lincoln's own
writings but his incoming correspondence as well. With
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more than two hundred letters arriving at the White House
each day of Lincoln's presidency, this ambitious plan guarantees a final product many times the size of Basler's Col-

lected WOrks.
It is an unfortunate fact of human nature that there is
no field of interest or enterprise so specialized that it cannot be riven by senseless feuds, and the world of Lincoln
manuscript editing is, alas, no exception. A committee of
the Abraham Lincoln Association, which was the original
sponsor of Basler's work and an early supporter of the
Lincoln Legal Papers, has also been planning a new edition of Lincoln's presidential papers. Although it would
seem to be of obvious benefit either to combine the talents of the distinguished scholars on the Abraham Lincoln Association committee with the proven editorial
expertise of the Lincoln Legal Papers staff, or to divide
the scope of work between the two projects and assign
the pre-presidential papers to one and the presidential
documents to the other, neither solution has been accepted
by both parties. As a result, for the time being both
projects are set to proceed on parallel paths, competing
for funding and confusing the public. One can only hope
that the leaders of both projects will soon recognize that
as a peacemaker, the documentary editor, like the lawyer,
"has a superior opportunity of being a good man."

Continuedfromp.86

simile of Susan Paul's April I, 1834, letter to William Lloyd
Garrison, editor of The Liberator, suggests that at least this
text was available in manuscript form. Did Brown compare the original with its published form? Are other letters available in manuscript form? Why did the editor
decide to use The Liberator version?
For most readers, the absence of this information will
not materially affect their appreciation or use of this volume. Good editorial practices, however, preserve and
enrich the text and context of an edition. The work of
the Association for Documentary Editing remains essential in continuing to educate scholars and publishers about
the necessity and utility of learning about and then following practices now well established by the editorial
profession.
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Technical Requirements
The Law Practice ofAbraham Lincoln: The Complete
Documentary Edition is published in an attractive
clamshell case that resembles a legal volume and contains an I8-page manual and three digital video discs
(DVDs). The minimum hardware requirements to use
the publication are an IBM-compatible PC with a
Pentium processor, running Windows 95 or Windows NT 4.0, and 32 MB RAM, 130 MB hard drive
space, a 256-color display with 640 x 480 pixel resolution, and a DVD drive. There is no Macintosh version. Another technical requirement is a check for
$2,000 payable to the University of Illinois Press, to
cover the list price of the edition, some four or five
times the current price of Lincoln's Collected Works.
A few hints: the program assumes that the DVD
reader is the D: drive. If that is not the case, no document images can be viewed until the user modifies
the file "lincoln.ini" by changing "D" to the correct
drive letter for each of the first three lines, labeled
CD1, CD2, and CD3. The remaining lines, CD4
through CD 24 can be ignored, as they are historical
artifacts of the years when the editors intended to put
the work on 24 CD-ROMs rather than the current
three DVDs. The user is also well advised to set the
monitor to the recommended 800 x 600 pixels rather
than the minimum 640 x 480 pixels, as some of the
information at the margins may become unviewable
at the latter setting.

A Letter to John W. Carlin
At the end of October, the ADE Council learned that the agenda for
the November 13 meeting of Commissioners of the National Historical Publications and Records Commission would include a plan
for ranking ongoing NHPRC-funded editorial projects with an eye
for possible curtailment of funds. Such a plan would have gone into
effect only in case of financial emergency, and it would have applied
only to the "second tier" of projects whose grant applications are
considered in the spring, not the "first tier" Founding Fathers editions. Even so, the Council felt it wise to put the Association for
Documentary Editing on record as opposing this measure, and the
following covering letter and resolutions were approved and sent to
NHPRC Commission Chair John W. Carlin on November 8, over the
signature of ADE President Mary-Jo Kline.

Recent events have persuaded the Council of the
Association for Documentary Editing, acting on behalf
of the Association's membership, to comment on proposed changes in the policy of funding editorial projects
to be considered by the Commission at its November
meeting. These are exceptional times for every American.
The tragedies of September 11 and the response to them
have brought home more strongly than ever the importance of our history as a nation. Preserving and disseminating the documents recording our history as the world's
longest-surviving republic are national priorities, and the
Association believes that this should be recognized and
supported more strongly now than ever. The continued
publication of such documents, together with tools for
their use, will cast light on the development of American
democracy, the expansion of freedom and responsibilities of citizenship to an ever-widening circle of Americans, and the leadership and example that the United States
provides to the world. Such a program is essential to historical research, the education of this and future generations, and an understanding of what the United States is
and represents.
For fifty years, the National Historical Publications and
Records Commission (NHPRC)has been the entity mandated by federal statute to plan and support the publication of the essential documents that tell the American story.
There has hardly been another period in the Commission's
lifetime when fulfilling this goal has been more important. From the beginning, the NHPRC (or NHPC as it
was then) pursued the mission of historical publications
energetically, submitting a plan of work that listed significant individuals and institutions whose papers deserved
such attention. This exemplary program did not remain
static or tradition-bound. Rather, it sought to adapt its

grants to the full span of American history and the historical diversity of the American experience. Over the
following decades, that list was expanded to include
women, African Americans, Native Americans and others with a vital impact on U.S. history.
The NHPRC actively encouraged the creation of
editorial projects to search out, edit, and publish scholarly editions of these papers and, after 1963, assisted these
projects with grants as well as encouragement and endorsement. As a result, the NHPRC has a long and proud record
of making accessible the papers of individuals and institutions that have played a pivotal role in our national history through dozens of completed book and microform
editions as well as hundreds of edited volumes in series
that are currently in progress. And to maintain the high
standards of modern-day historical editions, the Commission has encouraged the development of historical
editing as a profession and the creation of the Association for Documentary Editing as a forum for these editors. Historian Edmund Morgan called the products of
NHPRC-sponsored projects the most significant contribution to American history in the twentieth century, one
that has brought about a scholarly revolution.
Until now, the Commission has rightly shown its pride
in this record of achievement. Even in the bleakest days
of 1981-1982, the NHPRC consistently demonstrated its
commitment to the editorial projects that it helped plan,
nurture, and bring to fruition. Now, we learn, this commitment may be threatened: at its November meeting, the
Commission will consider adopting a new system that
would introduce the ranking of ongoing editorial projects
with an eye to terminating funding for those that do not
meet certain criteria. This is such a marked reversal of
NHPRC tradition and policy, that we must register a
strong protest on behalf of ourselves and the organization we represent, a group of more than 400 scholars and
scholar-editors embodying a broad community of interests and erudition. While many of our members of the
Association for Documentary Editing are affiliated with
NHPRC-funded projects, the majority do not fall into
that category, and our concerns are with the well-being
of American historical scholarship, not personal financial
support.
Viewing the matter from this perspective, we can say
that the loss of NHPRC funding will inflict serious and
even fatal damage on the projects involved. NHPRC sup-
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port is, in many cases, the key component of an editorial
project's funding structure, regardless of the share of the
total project budget. The loss ofNHPRC funding would
precipitate the collapse of the project's support system
because host institutions would not or could not continue
to support the documentary edition without the presence
of these federal funds.
The re-creation of such projects at a later date with
other funds will not be a practical possibility. These are
particularly difficult times for editorial projects precisely
because of a steady decline in the sources of foundation
and corporate funding (a decline that has become even
more precipitous since September 11) and an equally
alarming decline in funds from state universities and other
state institutions resulting from falling tax revenues. Further, NHPRC grants to editorial projects are committed
almost exclusively to salaries: if an experienced team of
editors must be discharged wholesale, such a staff cannot be reconstituted quickly; easily; or cheaply. Indeed, with
a precedent of such volatility in support, it is doubtful
that such projects could be reconstituted at any price.
In fact, the Commission itself has long recognized
that a NHPRC grant is almost invariably the lynchpin of
a project's funding, for until 1997, Commission policy
listed all ongoing editorial projects as NHPRC priorities.
(All such projects, of course, met the test of national significance and were subjected to a rigorous annual review
process.) The Commission recognized, as well, that editing projects, by their nature, are long term. It has never
been the practice of the Commission to withdraw funding once endorsement and support have begun, so long
as professional standards are met and reasonable progress
is demonstrated. The wisdom of this system is demonstrated by the fact that a substantial number of current
ongoing editions will be completed in the next five years
if adequate support continues.
The proposal to be considered at the Commission's
meeting next week will undo these accomplishments. If
a project's NHPRC funding is terminated abruptly, that
project is almost certain to die. Editions would end before completion, and substantial NHPRC investments
would be lost. Thus, instituting a drastic system of this
kind would serve neither the NHPRC's mandate nor the
Commission's interests in protecting its substantial financial investment in the ongoing editorial projects whose
existence would be endangered. Instead it would have a
deadly effect on historical editing. American history and
scholarship and national pride will be the losers.
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In light of these considerations, the Council of the
Association for Documentary Editing has adopted the
following resolutions on behalf of the Association:

Resolved that
The Association for Documentary Editing urges the
National Historical Publications and Records Commission to reject any system of ranking ongoing documentary editing projects that are making satisfactory progress
for the purpose of terminating the funding of projects
in this category.

Be it further resolved that
The Commission consider cuts in funding for documentary editions only if the Commission's annual appropriation dips below $6,000,000. Should such a drop in
funding occur, the Council of the Association for Documentary Editing recommends that the Commission consider the following steps:
1. Hold all NHPRC grants to one-year terms, rather
than voting two- or three-year grants in som~ categories,
during any period of financial crisis.
2. Instruct the NHPRC staff to initiate an aggressive
fundraising effort focused on providing additional private resources for editorial projects nearing completion.
3. Adopt across-the-board percentage reductions in
the budgets of all editorial projects (including those of
top priority) if cuts must be made, thus ensuring the survival of all ongoing projects.

And be it finally resolved that
The Association for Documentary Editing stands
ready now, as we have for the past twenty-three years, to
assist the Commission by joining with others in taking the
case for increased NHPRC funding to the Office of
Management and Budget, the Congress, and the American public.
At no other time since the founding of the Association for Documentary Editing have Americans and other
members of the world community been in greater need
of the documentary heritage to which we are all dedicated. It is our deepest hope that we and the Commission can continue to work together toward that goal. I
am forwarding a copy of this letter to the NHPRC's
Executive Director, Ann Newhall, so that she may provide the other members of the Commission with copies
of this statement.

November Meeting of the NHPRC
At its meeting on November 13 and 14, held at the
United States Supreme Court, the National Historical Publications and Records Commission passed a resolution
adopting the following criteria for evaluating second-tier
documentary editing projects:
Resolution
The NHPRC is proud of its long history of support
for the creation and publication of documentary editions
of the papers of people and events of significance in
American history-indeed, it was for this reason that
theCommission was created-and renews its dedication
to this purpose.
Since the implementation of its current Strategic Plan
in October 1998, the Commission has experienced an extraordinary surge in the number and quality of the proposals submitted to the NHPRC and in the dollars
requested. Throughout this same period, however,
NHPRC's appropriations have not been sufficient to meet
the needs of those who turn to the NHPRC for help: the
non-Federal communities dedicated to preserving and
making accessible the American documentary record.
As a consequence, at the May 200 1 meeting of the
NHPRC, members passed the following resolution: "That
the Commission directs the Commission staff, working
with a committee of Commission members and others,
as appropriate, to develop a set of criteria to be used for
the evaluation of the second-tier documentary editions
for review and approval at the next meeting of the Com.. "
mlSSlOn.
In complying with the resolution, staff sought the
informed views of some members of each of the following groups: the Commission, editors of current documentary editing projects, and historians who have used
NHPRC editions.
The resulting statement, presented below, is basically
a codification of the criteria already employed by staff
when evaluating new and ongoing projects and are addressed in the staff reports submitted to the Commission regarding each documentary editing proposal to be
acted upon at Commission meetings. These criteria are
outlined within the NHPRC publication, Grant Guidelines:

How to Apply for NHPRC Grants; How to Administer
NHPRC Grants, which is available free of charge in hard
copy to all who request a copy and online on the NHPRC's
website, www.nara.gov/nhprc. Each criterion listed be-

low is followed, within parentheses, by the evidence utilized by staff.

General Criteria for Evaluating New Second- Tier Documentary
Editing Projects
All four of the following criteria must be met by a
proposed new documentary editing project in order to
receive a positive recommendation from staff:
1. National significance of the subject material to the
research public and the potential range of audiences and
uses of the planned products. (Proposal narrative, peer
review by historians.)
2. The project proposes to make accessible in published form documents never before available, or available in one place, to the research public. (Proposal
narrative, peer review by historians.)
3. The project demonstrates a solid financial foundation from its sponsoring institution and others, a base of
support that promises to complement NHPRC funding
over the life of the project. (Budget section of the proposal, project narrative.)
4. The project promises a reliable return on the investment ofNHPRC funds. (Proposal narrative: efficient
and effective plan of work.)

General Criteria for Evaluating Ongoing Second- Tier Documentary Editing Projects
The following criteria are utilized by staff in evaluating ongoing documentary editing projects:
1. Positive results in return for the investment of
NHPRC funds. (Completion of the work promised in
previous grants as described in grant narrative and financial reports, volumes produced on a regular basis, a positive result in grant performance measures; the information
provided in the narrative and budget sections of the proposal for the latest grant.)
2. Demonstration of effective project management,
i.e., the project meets all or most of the goals of previous grants, makes steady and measurable progress, is
adhering to its work plan, demonstrates dedication and
ingenuity in overcoming problems, and in recent years has
indicated little slippage in its projected completion date.
(Completion of work promised in previous grants as described in grant narrative and financial reports, volumes
produced on a regular basis, positive result in grant performance measures.)
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3. Demonstration of a solid financial foundation
from the sponsoring institution and other funders; a base
of support that complements NHPRC funding. (Grant
financial and narrative reports, budget section of the proposal, past funding history.)
4. Projects within two years of completion or projects
threatened with extinction absent Commission funding
may be given special consideration.

Founding-Era Documentary Editing Projects
•
•
•
•

Recommendationsfor Second-Tter Editions in Times ofBut/getary
Short/aU

•

It has long been the practice of the Commission to
maintain steady support of documentary editing projects.
The Commission has responded to appropriations increases or decreases with across-the-board actions for
ongoing editing projects. However, in times of budgetary shortfall, which the Commission defmes as 'times when
appropriations are insufficient to allow the NHPRC to
fund all projects judged to be worthy of funding,' the
Commission may implement the following in order to
make the best and most productive use of scarce resources:
Staff recommendations for funding ongoing editions
are to be presented to the Commission in two or, if conditions warrant, three tiers:
1 Projects recommended to receive flat funding,
2 Projects recommended for some reduction in
funding,
3 Projects for whom it is difficult to justify continued funding.
These recommendations are to be arrived at by careful
oversight of the projects, review of reports from previous grants, and review of the level of achievement of
agreed-upon performance measures from previous grants.

•

Grants Awarded
The Commission approved a funding strategy for
Fiscal Year 2002 that aims for a 50-50 split of available
funds for competitive grants between documentary editing projects and records projects. Over the year, this would
provide a total of $3.218 million for each category. The
Commission recommended that the Archivist of the
United States make grants totaling $3,359,140 for 38
projects, including 8 grants for Founding-Era documentary editing projects totaling $1,330,636; 2 Founding-Era
subvention grants totaling $20,000; 5 non-Founding-Era
subvention grants totaling $40,167; and 4 grants for education projects totaling $148,172. The Commission reinstated its annual fellowships in historical documentary
editing and archival administration.
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•

•

Massachusetts Historical Society, comprehensive
book edition of The Adams Papers
Yale University, comprehensive book edition of
The Papers of Benjamin Franklin
Princeton University, comprehensive book edition of The Papers of Thomas Jefferson
University of Virginia, comprehensive book edition of The Papers of James Madison
University of Virginia, comprehensive book edition of The Papers of George Washington
The George Washington University, The Documentary History of the First Federal Congress,
1789-1791
Board of Regents, University of Wisconsin, selective book edition of The Documentary His
tory of the Ratification of the Constitution
Supreme Court Historical Society, selective book
edition of The Documentary History of the
Supreme Court, 1789-1800

Founding-Era Subventions
•
•

University Press of Virginia, for The Papers of
George Washington, Presidential Series, Vol. 10
State Historical Society of Wisconsin, for The

Documentary History ofthe Ratification ofthe Constitution, Vol. 19
Non-Founding-Era Subventions
•

University of Oklahoma Press, for Louis D.

Brandeis: The Family Letters
•
•
•
•

Southern Illinois University Press, for reprinting
The Papers ofUlysses s. Grant, Vol. 7
Southern Illinois University Press, for The Papers
of Ulysses s. Grant, Vol. 25
Southern Illinois University Press, for The Papers
of Ulysses s. Grant, Vol. 26.
The University of North Carolina Press, for The
Papers ofJohn Marshall, Vol. 11

Education Proposals
•

•

Wisconsin History Foundation, Inc., to support
the 31st Institute for the Editing of Historical
Documents
Host/Fellow for Fellowship in Historical Docu
mentary Editing

Complete information, including other Commission
decisions and amounts awarded, is available at the NHPRC
Web site: http://www.nara.gov/nhprcl

Recent Editions
COMPILED BY MARK A. MASTROMARINO
This quarterly bibliography of current documentary editions published on subjects in the fields of American and British history, literature, and
culture is generally restricted to scholarly first editions of English-language works. To have publications included in future lists, please send press
materials or full bibliographic citations to Mark A. Mastromarino, 3696 Green Creek Road, Schuyler, VA 22969; Fax: (804) 831-2892; E-mail:
mamastro@earthlink net

ARNOLD, MATTHEW. The Letters ofMatthew Arnold.
Volume VI: 1885-1888. Edited by Cecil Y. Lang.
Charlottesville: University Press ofVirginia, 2001. 584 pp.
$60.00. ISBN 0-8139-2028-0. This final series volume
continues to show not only the soul of a good poet and
great critic, but also the society and culture of Victorian
England from the perspective of a fine and decent man.
For the last time, Arnold joined a Royal Commission on
Education and traveled to Germany, Switzerland, and
France. He also visited America with his wife and daughter to see his first grandchild. This volume also describes
his retirement from his responsibilities as an inspector of
schools and the all-too-brief enjoyment of the English
countryside that was cut short by his unexpected death.
An invaluable cumulative series index makes six volumes
of information easily accessible especially to Arnold scholars, although Arnold's letters are a delight for anyone to read.
BARAGA, FREDERIC. The Diary of Bishop Frederic
Baraga. First Bishop ofMarquette, Michigan. Edited by Regis
M. Walling and Rev. N. Daniel Rupp. Translated by Joseph Gregorich and Rev. Paul Prud'homme, S.J. Detroit,
Mich.: Wayne State University Press, 2001. 344 pp. $19.95
(paper.). ISBN 0-8143-2999-3. Father Frederic Baraga
emigrated from Slovenia in 1831 to bring Christianity to
the Ottawa and Chippewa Indians of the Old Northwest.
Twenty years later, he began keeping a private daybook
(primarily in German but freely interspersed with six other
languages) that contains a log of his missionary journeys,
his observations about daily weather conditions, ship
movements on the Great Lakes, and a running account
of the various works he accomplished on the Upper
Peninsula. The editors provide nine illustrations, an introductory biography of Baraga, lengthy passages from his
letters, vignettes about persons in the text, and a comprehensive bibliography.
BROOKE, ALAN, LORD ALANBROOKE. Wttr Diaries, 1939-1945, by FieldMarshaliLordAumbrooke. Edited
by Alex Dancheu and Daniel Todman. Berkeley: Univer-

sity of California Press, 2001. 815 pp. $40. ISBN 0-52023301-8. This is the first unexpurgated and complete publication of the secret wartime diaries kept against
regulations by the British general who was Churchill's chief
military advisor and antagonist for most of the Second
World War, General Sir Alan Brooke (1883-1963), later
Field Marshal Lord Alanbrooke, commonly considered
Britain's greatest Chief of the Imperial General Staff. The
diaries chronicle an insider's view of how World War II
was waged and eventually won, detailing such controversies as the Allies' opening of a second front in Europe,
the desperate search for a strategy, the bomber offensive,
the Italian campaign, the D-Day landings, the race for
Berlin, the divisions at Yalta, and the postwar settlement.
They expose the gulf between the military and the politicians of the War Cabinet and reveal the incredible strain
on Alanbrooke of the Allied conferences in Washington,
Moscow, Casablanca, Quebec, and Tehran, as he tried
after intense and exhausting arguments to match Allied
strategy with the reality of British military power and the
fragility of the British Empire. The text is supplemented
with nineteen illustrations.
BROWN, G. CAMPBELL. CampbeliBrown's CivilWttrwith
Ewell and the Army ofNorthern Virginia. Edited by Terry

L. Jones. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press,
2001. 448 pp. $39.95. ISBN 0-8071-2703-5. The Civil War
writings of G. Campbell Brown, a southern aristocrat
from Tennessee and cousin, stepson, and staff officer of
Confederate general Richard S. Ewell, provide a comprehensive account of the major campaigns in the northern
Virginia theater, detailing First and Second Manassas, the
Shenandoah Valley, the Seven Days, and Gettysburg, as
well as Joseph E. Johnston's Vicksburg campaign. The
volume's edited correspondence, memoranda, diary, and
memoirs conclude with the siege of Richmond, the retreat that ended with the capture of Brown and Ewell at
Sayler's Creek three days before the surrender of Robert
E. Lee (whose daughter Brown had earlier courted unsuccessfully), and three months in captivity in Fort War-
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ren, Massachusetts. These writings by an observant, articulate, and insightful young staff officer provide a frank
and fresh assessment of Confederate strategy and leaders. The editor supplements the text with illuminating commentary, comprehensive annotations, and ten half-tone
photographs.
BROWNING, ROBERT. The Complete Works ofRobert
BrQUJrling. With Variant &adingr andAnnotdtions. Volume XII:

Aristophanes'Apology; Including a Transcriptfrom Euripides:
Being the Las(Adventure ofBalaustion. Edited by Rita S.
Patteson and Paul D. L. Turner. Athens: Ohio University
Press, 2001. 445 pp. $65. ISBN 0-8214-1359-7. The latest in a seventeen-volume series of the works of the great
Romantic poet presents a single verse that was originally
published in 1875. The second in Browning's series oflong
narrative poems baseq on classical Greek materials,
Aristophanes'Apology reprises his heroine Balaustion, who
defends Euripides from Aristophanes' satires by reading
Euripides' play Herakles aloud, in Browning's own translation. The poet takes up his own strongly held artistic and
philosophical issues through his dramatized speaker and
justifies his own works against his contemporary Victorian critics. A preface to the volume sets out editorial methodology and describes the editorial apparatus, which
includes a complete record of textual variants and extensive annotations that explain Browning's copious literary,
historical, and mythological allusions.
FREKE, ELIZABETH. The Remembrances ofElizabeth
Freke. Edited by Raymond Anselment. Camden Fifth
Series. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001. 352
pp. $64.95. ISBN 0-521-80808-1. This critical edition
preserves two different manuscript versions of the autobiography of a late-seventeenth- and early-eighteenth-century gentlewoman of Norfolk, England. Caught in an
unhappy domestic life, the complex and contradictory
Freke consciously constructed and reconstructed her identity as a wife, mother, and widow, as shown in the divergent texts and the editor's introductory essay.
HOLT, DAVID ELDRED. A Mississippi Rebel in the Army
ofNorthern Virginia: The Civil War Memoirs ofPrivate David
Holt. With a New Appendix ofExcerpts from His 1865 Diary. Edited by Thomas D. Cockrell and Michael B. Ballard.
Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2001. 384
pp. $17.95 (paper). ISBN 0-8071-2734-5. Born the eighth
child in a wealthy Mississippi plantation family in 1843,
David Eldred Holt joined Company K of the Confed-
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erate Sixteenth Mississippi Regiment in 1861 and served
in the Virginia theater throughout the Civil War. Late in
his life he wrote this memoir, recounting the idyllic life
of an affluent southern boy before the war and the exhilarating, sometimes humorous, and often terrifying experiences of a common soldier in camp and in battle.
This new paperback edition has been expanded to include
Holt's never-before-published diary entries from the last
year of the Civil War. The text is supplemented with a
map and seven other illustrations.
HOUZEAU, JEAN-CHARLES. My Passage at the New

Orleans Tribune: A Memoir ofthe CivilWar Era, byJean-Charles
Houzeau. Edited by David C. Rankin. Translated by
Gerard F. Denault. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2001. 184 pp. $15.95 (paper). ISBN 0-80712689-6. Belgian scientist Jean-Charles Houzeau arrived in
New Orleans in 1857 and became managing editor of
the New Orleans Tribune, the first black daily newspaper
published in the United States, in late 1864. Disturbed that
America, founded on the principle of freedom, still tolerated the institution of slavery, and ardently sympathetic
to the plight of Louisiana's black population (many people
assumed he was black himself because of his dark complexion), Houzeau passionately embraced his role as newspaper editor and principal writer. The 1l1emoir resulting
from his experiences was first published in Belgium in 1872
after his return home.
HUGHES, LANGSTON. The Collected Works ofLangston
Hughes. Volume X: Fight for Freedom and Other Writings
on Civil Rights. Edited by Christopher C. De Santis. Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 2001. 290 pp.
$29.95. ISBN 0-8262-1371-5. This tenth in an admirable
eighteen-volume series reprints the distinguished Mrican
American author's official history of the NAACP that was
originally published in 1962. Beginning with the social,
political, and economic contexts that led to the association's
founding in 1909, and ending with a summary of its targeted goals for 1963, Hughes wrote a history that was
both comprehensive in scope and singular in its purpose
of highlighting its direct and positive influence on racial
justice in the United States. The volume also reprints nineteen occasional pieces Hughes published from 1931 to
1960 on such topics as the Scottsboro Boys, Negro colleges, black heroes, W. E. B. Du Bois, the March on Washington, and the NAACP. The editor has provided a
Hughes chronology, an introductory essay, a note on the
texts, and an index.

HUNTER, MARY ROBINSON. A Diplomat's Lady in

Brazil· Selections from the Diary ofMary Robinson Hunter,
1834-1848. Edited by Evelyn M. Cherpak. Newport, RI.:
Newport Historical Society, 2001. 435 pp. $19.95 (paper.),
ISBN 0-9633200-2-5; $39.95 (cloth), ISBN 0-963320-2-5.
Mary Robinson, a Quaker from New York City, in 1804 married Episcopalian William Hunter, a Newport lawyer, who
was appointed American charge d'affaires to Brazil in 1834.
Mary's life changed dramatically with the family's move to
Rio de Janeiro and its next fourteen years living in Rio,
Montevideo, and Buenos Aires. She daily recorded her joys,
sorrows, health and marital problems, family disputes, intellectual interests, and religious values, as well as eyewitness
accounts of South American diplomacy, the royal court of
Dom Pedro II, and the foods, customs, climate, slavery, and
civil conflict of the Rio de la Plata region. The editor selected
the most revealing and historically important passages from
over 5,000 pages in the six heretofore unpublished original
diaries in the Newport Historical Society. The volume is illustrated with a map and photographs, and also contains an
index.

KAPLAN, MORCECAI M. CommuningsoftheSpirit: The
journalsofMordecaiM Kaplan. Volume I: 1913-1934. Edited by Mel Scult. American Jewish Civilization Series. Detroit, Mich.: Wayne State University Press, with the
Reconstructionist Press, 2001. 672 pp. $34.95. ISBN 08143-2575-0. These selections from the twenty-sevenvolume, ten-thousand-page diary of Lithuanian-born
Rabbi Mordecai Kaplan (1881-1983), founder ofReconstructionism in America and a preeminent Jewish thinker,
detail his relationship with Jewish leaders, including Louis
Brandeis, and his impressions of key Jewish historical
moments, such as the founding of the Hebrew University in 1925. The edition also describes Kaplan's lifelong
attempt to modernize Judaism's traditional religious categories and to develop his ideal of a functional Judaism
that would flourish in an American democratic society.
This first volume in the series covers his early years as a
rabbi, teacher of rabbis, and community leader and gives
an inside picture of life at the Jewish Theological Seminary, the center of Conservative Judaism in America. The
editor has included twenty-two illustrations.
KEYES, WADE. Wade Keyes' Introductory Lecture to the
Montgomery Law School: Legal Education in Mid-NineteenthCentury Alabama. Edited by David I. Durham and Paul
M. Pruirt, Jr. OccasionaiPubiications ofthe Bounds Law Library, Volume II. Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama
School of Law, 2001. 50 pp. This annotated edition of

the March 1860 law lecture of Wade Keyes (1821-1879),
a noted attorney, legal writer, and later an official in the
Confederate government's attorney general's office, reflects
the ideals of legal education in the Deep South before
the Civil War. Two introductory essays provide background information on Keyes and the Montgomery Law
School and place the introductory lecture in legal historical context.
KIDD, JAMES HARVEY. At Custer's Side: The Civil war
Writings ofjames Harvey Kidd. Edited by Eric J. Wittenberg.
Kent, Ohio: Kent State University Press, 2001. $25. ISBN
0-87338-687-6. During the Civil War, James Harvey Kidd
fought alongside General George Armstrong Custer as
a member of the Sixth Michigan Cavalry-the Wolverines-and afterwards served as brigadier general in the
Michigan National Guard before returning to his civilian
career as a newspaperman. This collection of his Civil War
newspaper commentaries offers insight into Custer's early
military career, as well as an articulate recollection of
Kidd's own wartime experiences.
MIX, SARAH. Faith Cures, and Answers to Prayers. Mrs.
Edward Mix. Edited by Rosemary D. Gooden. Women
and Gender in North American Religions. Syracuse, N.Y.:
Syracuse University Press, 2001. 208 pp. $19.95. ISBN 08156-2932-X. This edition of a nineteenth-century Mrican American woman's published writings places Sarah
Mix (1832-1884) in the context of American religious
history and shows her influence on the emerging faithhealing movement. Her 1882 volume includes an account
of her own healing of tuberculosis by a Methodist minister, letters of testimony from individuals whom she
healed, and press notices. Editorial apparatus includes an
appendix and notes.
MOTT, LUCRETIA COFFIN. Selected Letters ofLucretia
Coffin Mott. Edited by Beverly WIlson Paimer, Holly Byers
Ochoa, and Carol Faulkner. Women in American History
Series. Urbana and Chicago: University of Illinois Press,
2001. 616 pp. $55. ISBN 0-252-02674-8. This scrupulously
annotated volume makes widely available for the first time
the correspondence of the nineteenth-century Quaker
activist who was dedicated to numerous reform movements, including temperance, peace, equal rights, woman
suffrage, nonresistance, and the abolition of slavery. The
editors have included Mott's letters to her husband of
fifty-six years and their five children, as well as letters
documenting her reform activities. Five photographs illustrate the text.

December 2001 / DOCUMENTARY EDITING

97

NEBLETT, ELIZABETH SCOTT. A Rebel Wife in Texas:
The Diary and Letters ofElizabeth Scott Neblett, 1852-1864.
Edited by Erika L. Murr. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 2001. 476 pp. $49.95. ISBN 0-80712702-7. Raised in a slaveholding family in eastern Texas,
Elizabeth Scott Neblett was a southern frontier belle who
embraced conventional dictates and entered romantic
marriage and motherhood with optimism, but when the
Civil War took her husband away from home, she was
also forced to manage the family property and its eleven
slaves, which only contributed to a decade of disillusioning experiences as a wife and mother. Neblett's observations on slave and class relations, regional politics, lynching,
farm management, medical practices, and the Civil War
in Texas, and her frank and desperate discussions of birth
control and child rearing, are skillfully edited and supplemented with annotations and eight photographs.
NOYES, JOHN HUMPHREY. Free Love in Utopia:John
Humphrey Noyes and the Origin ofthe Oneida Community. Compiled by George Wallingford Noyes. Edited by Lawrence Foster. Urbana and Chicago: University oflllinois Press, 2001.
440 pp. $39.95. ISBN 0-252-02670-5. This volume presents the unpublished manuscript compiled by the nephew
of the founder of the "free love" Oneida community
from a large collection of primary documents that was
later burned after the compiler's death. Bringing together
firsthand writings by members of the community that
practiced a system of "complex marriage," the book portrays daily life in Oneida and the community's deep religious commitment, as well as a complex portrait of its
founder, who demanded complete religious loyalty from
his followers and minute control over their sexual lives.
The editor provides an informative introduction, as well
as seventeen photographs.
SANTAYANA, GEORGE. The Works of George
Santayana. Volume V: The Letters ofGeorge Santayana, Book
Two, 1910-1920. Edited byWtlliam G. Holzberger. Cambridge: Massachusetts Institute ofTechnology Press, 2001.
640 pp. $55. ISBN 0-262-19466-X. This second of an
eight-book series ofletters covers Santayana's first decade
as a "freelance philosopher," following his resignation
from Harvard University and move to Europe, where
he spent time in England during World War I. Of particularinterest is Santayana's continuing correspondence
with the American philosopher Charles Augustus Strong
and with his sister Susana Sturgis de Sastre. Also included
is correspondence with such notable figures as Bertrand
Russell, Robert Seymour Bridges, Horace Kallen, and
98
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Logan Pearsall Smith. The correspondence provides interesting comment on Santayana's philosophical work
during this period.
STEWARD, AUSTIN. Austin Steward: Twenty- Two Year.r a
Slave, Forty Year.r a Free Man. Edited by Graham R Hodges.
Syracuse, N.Y.: Syracuse University Press, 2001. 320 pp.
$19.95 (paper). ISBN 0-8156-2721-1. This new edition
of the personal narrative of a noted nineteenth-century
black activist originally published in 1861 details the author's
relationships with Frederick Douglass, William Wells
Brown, Nathaniel Paul, Gerrit Smith, and other abolitionists. The account of Steward's career, rising from enslavement to a successful self-made businessman in upstate
New York, also offers insight into the creation of African American community life in the North and into
Steward's doomed black utopia of the Wilberforce
Colony in Ontario, Canada. The editor provides additional
biographical information in a critical introduction and
annotations.
TAFT, ROBERT A. The Papers ofRobert A. Taft. Volume
II: 1939-1944. Edited by Clarence E. Wunderlin, Jr., et
al. Kent, Ohi~: Kent State University Press, 2001. 656 pp.
$65. ISBN 0-87338-679-5. This second of a projected
four-volume series documents the Ohio Republican's
entrance onto the national political and policymaking stage,
as he is elected to his first term in the U.S. Senate and
becomes a vocal critic of the expanding powers of the
federal government. Taft's opposition to the enlargement
of America's international commitments played a significant role in the development of prewar Republican party
politics.
TAFT, WILLIAM HOWARD. The Collected WOrks of
William Howard Taft. Volume II: Political Issues and Outlooks:
Speeches Delivered between August 1908 and February 1909.
Edited by David H. Burton. Athens: Ohio University
Press, 2001. 222 pp. $49.95. ISBN 0-8214-1395-3. This
second of an eight-volume series presents speeches that
Taft (1857-1930) delivered when he was successfully campaigning against William Jennings Bryan to become the
twenty-seventh president of the United States. The writings reveal not only his convictions about public service
and understanding of national affairs but also the workings of early-twentieth-century American politics.

WARREN,ROBERTPENN.SelectedPoemsofRobertPenn
Warren. Edited by John Burt. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 2001. 312 pp. $19.95 (paper.), ISBN 0-

8071-2677-2; $34.95 (cloth), ISBN 0-8071-2676-4. This
edition presents over two hundred poems written by
Robert Penn Warren (1905-1989), a Pulitzer prizewinner
and the first poet laureate of the United States. The selection covers every phase of Warren's long poetic career
and includes several previously unpublished poems. Arranged chronologically, this volume runs the course from
the darker, self-consciously formal poems of the 1920s
and early 1930s to a looser style and a fusion of personal
and political concerns in the 1950s and 1960s. Warren's
late phase, which yielded more than half of his entire poetic opus, was marked by a new stylistic boldness that
elevated his 1968 to 1985 poems to the sublime, as reflected in his most famous poem, "Evening Hawk." The
editor has not only carefully located the version of each
poem that constitutes Warren's final revision, but provides
an eloquent introductory essay that gives a nice overview
of Warren's career as a poet, touching on all fifteen published books of verse and highlighting significant lines.
WASHINGTON, GEORGE. The Papers ofGeorge Washington. Revolutionary '-%r Series. Volume XI: August-October
1777. Edited by Philander D. Chase and Edward G.
Lengel. Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 2001.
730 pp. $70. ISBN 0-8139-2026-4. Almost halfway
through an ongoing series publishing the complete Revolutionary War papers of the commander in chief of the
Continental Army, this volume of General George
Washington's incoming and outgoing correspondence,
orders, and other documents covers an intense and ultimately frustrating three months of maneuvering and fighting. After learning that General William Howe's British
army was being carried by the fleet up the Chesapeake
Bay, Washington aborted his plans to face General John
Burgoyne's northern expedition and instead moved to halt
Howe's march to Philadelphia. The volume covers the
military aspects of the almost disastrous American defeat
at Brandywine Creek, which left Philadelphia open to the
enemy, and Washington's failed attack on the British positions at Germantown, as well as the Revolutionary political and diplomatic activities of which Washington
remained informed. Editorial apparatus includes extensive annotation, an appendix listing routine documents
omitted, and a detailed analytical index.
ZATURENSKA, MARYA. The Diaries of Marya
Zaturenska, 1938-1944. Edited by Mary Beth Hinton and
Patrick Gregory. Syracuse, N.Y.: Syracuse University Press,
2001. 288 pp. $29.95. ISBN 0-8156-0714-8. This edition
of recently discovered diaries introduces one of America's

finest twentieth-century lyrical poets to a new generation
of readers and reveals a woman whose life brimmed with
creativity, love of family, and good humor in the face of
despair. The Russian-born poet (1902-1982) moved to
New York City with her family when she was eight and
dropped out of high school to work at various jobs. She
eventually published eight volumes of poetry, a biography of Christina Rossetti, and a history of twentieth-century American poetry with her husband. Her keen eye and
pen offer biting commentary on New York's literary scene
and chronicle the onset of World War II and its effects
on American tastes and attitudes. Editorial apparatus includes
biographical notes, an index, and sixteen photographs.

_____ . New Selected Poems by Marya Zaturenska.
Edited by Robert Phillips. Syracuse, N.Y.: Syracuse University Press, 2001. 192 pp. $24.95. ISBN 0-8156-07172. This new edition consists of over one hundred poems
in the historic and lyric tradition and twenty translations
drawn from eight previous books, including early unpublished poetry from Zaturenska's teenage years. Praised for
its lyricism and masterful meter and rhyme, her poetry lit
up American literature until the 1920s. Suffering through
emotional and physical ill health the following decade, she
won critical acclaim with her Pulitzer prizewinning collection Cold Morning Sky in 1937. An editorial introduction places Zaturenska's work in the historical and
lyric tradition.

The Association for Documentary Editing
2002 Meeting
Reserve Friday through Sunday, November 13, 2002, for the annual meeting, to be held in Washington, D.C. The meeting will begin on Friday
afternoon, with a trip to Mount Vernon. We'll have
special tours of the grounds, a session about the
use of documents in restoration, candlelight tours
of the mansion, and a reception. Sessions will continue on Saturday and on Sunday morning.
The conference will be held at the Hotel Washington, with meetings to be held in rooms with
spectacular views of the city. The hotel is at 15th
and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., right near the White
House. The local arrangements committee is chaired
by Leslie Rowland and Charlene Bickford.
The program committee, chaired by Beth Luey,
would be happy to hear from anyone with ideas
for panels or papers.
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